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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is responsive to Applicant's amendment and request for 
reconsideration of application 09/942,453 filed on February 20, 2007. 
The amendment contains original claims: 2-4, 6-12, 15-19. 
The amendment contains amended claims: 1 , 5, 1 3, 23, 33-34 and 45. 
Claims 14, 20-22, 24-32, 35-44 and 46 have been canceled. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonns the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

. 4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1 -1 3, 1 5-1 9, 23 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 



unpatentable over US Patent 6,721,713 B1 to Guheen et al. (further refen-ed to as 
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Guheen), and further in view of US Pub No. 2002/0158918 A1 to Feibush et al. (further 
referred to as Feibush). 

Regarding claim 1 , Guheen discloses a method comprising: 

Selecting a first corporate entity information type that defines a first corporate 
entity (Figures 1, 10, 11, 18, 27A-F, 29A; columns 1-2, 7-14); 

Selecting a second corporate entity information type that defines a second 
corporate entity (Figures 1, 10, 11, 18, 27A-F, 31A; columns 1-2, 7-14); 

Selecting a corporate entity relationship information type that defines a 
relationship between said first and second corporate entity information types (Figures 1 , 
10, 11, 18; 27A-F; columns 1-2, 7-14); 

Displaying said information types in a graphical user interface view with 
predetermined indicia, the indicia graphically providing an indication of a connection 
between said first and second corporate entity information types (Figures 1 , 8, 10, 1 1 , 
16, 18, 23B, 27A-F; columns. 1-2, 7-14); and 

Providing an alternation mechanism to dynamically change an information type, 
chosen from the group comprising corporate entity, corporate entity relationship, 
selection, grouping, arrangement and view type to be displayed in said graphical user 
interface view (Figure 21 C, 27A-F, 87; columns 1-2, 7-14, 29). 

Guheen does not disclose indicia graphically providing an indication of a strength 
of the relationship though Guheen does disclose comparing of the strengths and 
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weaknesses of each individual entity (column 1 1 ). However, Feibush discloses indicia 
graphically providing an indication of a strength of the relationship (Figures 5-7; pages 
1-4). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to adapt the use of 
relationship strength as disclosed by Feibush to the method of pictorially displaying 
alliances among entities as disclosed by Guheen. The motivation would be to relate the 
entities' strengths and weaknesses as they contribute to an alliance, and how those 
strengths and weaknesses build-up or hinder the alliance. 

Regarding claims 2-13, Guheen discloses predetermined corporate entity 
information chosen from the group comprising corporate entities and corporate 
information; the group comprising buyer-seller relationships, customer-supplier 
relationships, company-client relationships, parent company-subsidiary relationships, 
ownership relationships, resource sharing relationships, joint ventures, political/business 
relationships, competitor relationships, value chain relationships, horizontal and vertical 
relationships; selection and grouping information chosen from the group comprising 
stocks, bonds, financial instruments, sectors, industry segments, SIC codes, and 
product lines; arrangement information chosen from the group comprising column, row, 
grid, map, free-form, and structured; view type information chosen from the group 
comprising fundamental information, market risk information and performance 
information (Figures 1, 8, 10, 11, 14, 16, 17, 18, 21C-F, 23B-F, 27A-F columns 1-2, 7- 
14). 
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Regarding claims 15-19, Guheen discloses where corporate entity and corporate 
relationship indicia are chosen from the group comprising graphic, audio, video; graphic 
and corporate entity relationship indicia chosen from the group comprising color, pattern 
and shape (Figure 1,11,16, 22, 27A-F, 94; columns 1-2, 7-14). 

Regarding claim 23, Guheen discloses where said alteration mechanism is 
chosen from the group comprising pointing device input, keyboard input and voice input 
(column 23). 

Regarding claim 45, Guheen discloses providing another information type 
chosen from the group of government entities, government information, financial 
entities, financial information, industry information, industry segment information, sector 
information, index information, personal entities and personal information, that may be 
displayed in said graphical user interface view, selected by said alteration mechanism 
and related to the other information types by said indicia (Figures 1 , 8, 10, 1 1 , 14, 16, 
17, 18, 21C-F, 23B-F, 27A-F columns 1-2, 7-14, 23). 

Claims 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Guheen and Feibush as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of US Patent 
6,317,726 B1 to O'Shaughnessy (further referred to as O'Shaughnessy). 

Guheen does not disclose creating a financial product based on the relationship 
between said displayed information types wherein the financial product is chosen from 
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the group comprising marl^et baskets of financial instrument, structured products, 
financial indices and mutual funds. However, O'Shaughnessy discloses creating a 
financial product based on the relationship between said displayed information types 
wherein the financial product is chosen from the group comprising market baskets of 
financial instrument, structured products, financial indices and mutual funds (Abstract, 
Figure 1 7, column 1 8, lines 1 2-67), It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to adapt the use of creating a financial product based on database relational data as 
disclosed by O'Shaughnessy with the selecting of products and services based on entity 
relational alliances data and the strengths therein as disclosed by Guheen and Feibush. 
The motivation would be that the alliances as disclosed by Guheen indicate which, 
entities are strong individually as well as in an alliance with other entities and which 
services and products each provide and by selecting a product or service based on the 
relationships provides an indicator as to potential success with the product. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-13, 15-19, 23, 33-34 and 45 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 
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WO 01/42383 A2 discloses graphically displaying data with nodes and 
relationships between nodes where the relationship is weighted. Weighting is shown by 
line type, where most important relationships are shown by bold lines and less important 
relationships are shown by normal, dotted, etc. lines. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jennifer 
Liversedge whose telephone number Is 571-272-3167. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 - 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached at 571-272-6777. The fax number for the 
organization where the application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infonnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.aov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Jennifer Liversedge 



Examiner 
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